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Introduction:  

The Industrial era brought the world a variety of different benefits, from the increase of 

quality of life to mass increase in technological innovation, there seemed to be no downsides. In 

the late 20th century, scientists began to notice the adverse effects of industrialization. Carbon 

emissions from fossil fuels were not only polluting the air and water but also increasing global 

temperatures through the greenhouse effect. The international community has been reluctant to 

address this widespread issue and has been resistant to incremental change to promote a cleaner 

environment. Although there has been several international acts and agreements that were 

intended to curve the effects of climate change, the 2015 United Nations Climate Change 

Conference is one of the best-known conferences on climate change and is known for negotiating 

the 2015 Paris Agreement (or Paris Accord). The Paris Accord is the third of three major climate 

change resolutions at the international level and is known to be a very controversial agreement. 

Before its inception in 2015, two other notable agreements were created to take steps to fight 

climate change. The 1997 Kyoto Protocol was one of the first major international climate change 

agreements, and over a decade later, came the 2009 Copenhagen Agreement. Both agreements 

ultimately did not accomplish what they were set out to do for a variety of reasons. The 2015 

Paris Accord also did not have the expected effect, most notably is the resistance of states to 

reduce carbon emissions. This committee serves a chance for delegates to rewrite history to have 

a more significant impact on the future. Delegates will go back to the 2015 United Nations 
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Climate Change Conference and redo the Paris Accord to serve a more substantial impact on the 

future of climate change.  

 

Past Agreements:  

The first of the major climate change agreements was the Kyoto Protocol. The Kyoto 

Protocol was a legally binding agreement and had established goals, but was mainly focus on 

developed states. It held that developed states were the main emitters of greenhouse gases and 

that they had to take the majority of the action to fight climate change. Many believed that since 

developed states had more money than developing states, they were the most fit to solve the 

issue. The Kyoto agreement overall did not include possibilities for developing states to fight 

climate change. Besides this, it also had a top-down approach, which means that it sets legal 

expectations for states’ greenhouse gas emissions. The Kyoto agreement was important because 

it was the first major agreement to address climate change, coupled with a fairly ambitious 

agenda with setting legally binding carbon caps. Although, due to this extreme ambition, many 

states found that the legally binding carbon caps were an impediment on their sovereignty. 

Notably, the United States did not ratify this agreement, meaning that the Senate did not approve 

of this international treaty. China did approve of this treaty but did not set specific goals for 

reducing carbon emissions.   1

1  Tim Flannery and Erik Rasmussen, "Copenhagen Is A World And A Decade Away From Kyoto", The Guardian, 
Last modified 2018, 
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/cif-green/2009/dec/09/copenhagen-kyoto-climate-change. 
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The Copenhagen Agreement attempted to take a different perspective on fighting climate 

change; it was not a legally binding agreement, compared to the Kyoto Protocol. It was also 

bottom-up, which means it expected states to set their national pledges to do their part to fight 

climate change. This bottom-up approach helped include many more developing nations and 

notable opponents to the Kyoto Protocol, the United States, and China. The problem with the 

Copenhagen Agreement was that it was not legally binding, and states were expected to come to 

their agreement on pledges at the national level. Due to these pledges being decided on the 

national level, overall the emission pledges were lower than what was needed to prevent global 

temperatures from increasing 2-degrees Celsius above the pre-industrial average temperatures. 

Many developed nations were pleased with this agreement, but conversely many developing 

nations and some developed nations saw this agreement as not ambitious enough. But overall, it 

was widely regarded as needed to be expanded and improved on in the future.  2

 

Details and Shortcomings of the Paris Accord: 

In 2015, the Paris Agreement was written to be the “end all” of international climate 

change agreements. It combined the pledged amounts and bottom-up framework similar to the 

Copenhagen agreement but also had legal bindings like the Kyoto protocol.  Nearly four years 3

after the agreement was signed, there continues to be intense criticism of the agreement, and 

2  Alden Meyer, "The Copenhagen Accord: Not Everything We Wanted, But Something To Build On", Union Of 
Concerned Scientists, Last modified 2018, 
https://www.ucsusa.org/global-warming/solutions/reduce-emissions/the-copenhagen-accord.html#.W-iDu3pKjAI. 
 
3 "Outcomes Of The UN Climate Change Conference In Paris", 21St Session Of The Conference Of The Parties To 
The United Nations Framework Convention On Climate Change (COP 21), 2015, 1-5. 
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many see it as a failure. The most significant problem with the Paris Accord is that the pledged 

amounts continue not to be ambitious enough. Even if states implemented their pledges, it would 

only be half the amount needed to keep global temperatures below the 2-degree Celsius 

threshold.  The other significant issue is that global interest and national interests on climate 4

change do not align. Many countries say they are willing to cut back their greenhouse gas 

emissions, but many do not meet their targets. This is mostly due to the political system of their 

country; legislative compromise makes the agreed pledge not ambitious enough to have an 

effect. States like the United States have shown not to take the agreement seriously and continue 

to impede on progress by increasing their greenhouse gas emissions. The agreement, overall, was 

based on the idea that states would act most efficiently if they each had individual plans on how 

to decrease greenhouse gas emissions and fight climate change. This was done by creating 

“Nationally Determined Contributions,” where states, on the national level, decided what they 

were willing to contribute towards decreasing carbon emissions. This idea has many significant 

drawbacks, specifically due to the fact that many officials on the national level cannot decide on 

how they want to contribute towards fighting climate change.  In the United States, the 5

democratic system of governance promotes long-drawn debates over pressing issues (including 

climate change), and due to the fact that the Legislative body of the United States is essentially 

evenly split on ideological background, creating a compromise on how to contribute to the fight 

4  Joshua Bubsy, "After Paris: Good Enough Climate Governance", Current History, 2016, 3-9. 
 
5 Brady Dennis and Chris Mooney, "Countries Made Only Modest Climate-Change Promises In Paris. They’Re 
Falling Short Anyway.", The Washington Post, Last modified 2018, 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national/hTealth-science/its-not-fast-enough-its-not-big-enough-theres-not-enoug
h-action/2018/02/19/5cf0a7d4-015a-11e8-9d31-d72cf78dbeee_story.html. 
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against climate change is very difficult and will ultimately result in contributions not ambitious 

enough to fight climate change. 

Many professionals agree that the most significant problem in fighting climate change is 

the lack of congruency between domestic and international agendas. Many states have been 

historically reluctant to accept that some sovereignty must be given up to prevent climate change 

from causing significant damage to the world. The effects of climate change will affect every 

state on earth. Therefore, intense cooperation is needed to have a serious effect. The United 

States, in particular, is afraid of giving up some of its sovereignty and power to an international 

body, so climate change action seldom becomes a reality. The Paris Accord attempted to create a 

solution so states would not feel as though they were losing sovereignty by introducing 

Nationally Determined Contributions; but it is evident that without any overseeing body forcing 

states to take serious measures, they won’t. 

 Although not every state is taking the threat of climate change seriously, fighting climate 

change is in everyone’s best interest. Many states, however, see the efforts necessary for having 

a real effect on climate change to be not worth the cost. However, the main incentive in fighting 

climate change is that climate change is a major security issue for many states because, in the 

long run, it will cost more to recover from the damages of climate change than it will be to fight 

it from happening now. Without major action to prevent rising global temperatures, it is very 

likely that governmental institutions will collapse due to the pressure of rising sea levels, mass 
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migration, droughts, and starvation. If the Paris Accord is rewritten, these genuine security 

threats should be at the forefront of the discussion about climate change.  6

Another major issue with the Paris Accord is that there are no specific guidelines on how 

to fight climate change. Since we have never had this issue before, there does not seem to be a 

clear solution to how to fight climate change. There are economic, social, and political factors 

that play into climate change; and without a clear consensus on how to fight climate change, 

genuine progress is challenging. Not every state is on the same page when it comes to fighting 

climate change. Therefore, since this issue is one that will affect everyone, it is imperative that 

everyone follows the same guidelines.  

Another massive issue with the Paris Accord is that it does not specifically name the 

sources of greenhouse gas emissions. By doing this, it does not paint the entire picture of the 

climate crisis. The climate crisis is one that is very broad and involves a variety of different 

aspects of the global system. Many people, though, consider greenhouse gas emissions to be a 

necessary downside towards industrialization and improvements to society as a whole. Due to 

this normalization and embracement of greenhouse gas emissions, they surround nearly every 

facet in our global system, especially economic aspects. The causes of climate change, thus, root 

back to the world’s economy and the social changes we have learned to embrace. The Paris 

Accord does not paint the entire picture of the climate crisis and does not explicitly name the 

causes of the crisis. It is therefore tough to fight a crisis where the leading causes are not 

specifically called out for the world to see, and then take action upon.  

6 Karen Florini, and Ann Florini. "It's Not Just about Paris: International Climate Action Today." AFSA. Accessed 
November 14, 2018. http://www.afsa.org/its-not-just-about-paris-international-climate-action-today. 
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Finally, there are no explicit repercussions if a state fails to meet its target greenhouse gas 

decreases, or it decides it wants to pull out of the agreement. In 2017, President Trump removed 

the United States from the Paris Agreement; although he was met with criticism from both 

domestic and international forces alike, there were no sanctions placed to put pressure on the 

United States for pulling out of this agreement. On the international level, regime changes are 

essential to consider while making agreements. Conversely, states like China do not have regime 

changes and have more of an ability to make long-term promises; but states like the United 

States and many other Democracies have regime changes frequently. It is becoming very clear 

on the international system that democracy at the state level does impede overall progress, and 

when considering agreements, it’s very important to have mechanisms where states cannot pull 

out and join agreements periodically as regimes change.  

Delegate Goals:  

The main goal of this committee is to re-create the 2015 Paris Climate Agreement into a 

new, and more effective agreement. Delegates must recognize the shortcomings of the first 

agreement and create a new framework for states to follow to fight climate change. Delegates 

should also keep in mind their state’s goals in international diplomacy. Some states might want 

to protect their sovereignty while some states might be more focused on fighting major issues 

like climate change. But the main issue that delegates must focus on is making the 2015 Paris 

Accord a more effective and overall, a better agreement. Delegates must also take into account 

the governmental system of the state they are representing, and ensuring that the agreement is 

possible for their state to be apart of and use. To do this, Delegates should do extensive research 
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to identify their state’s main issues with the Paris Accord, as well as do more background 

research on climate change, the Kyoto Protocol, the Copenhagen Agreement and the Paris 

Accord. Overall, delegates should take both their state’s stance on climate change with integrity, 

but also work towards genuine improvements of the Paris Accord by using the information that 

we know now.  

 

Bloc Positions:  

States with carbon-based economies might find that many of the actions to fight climate 

change directly impact their economies. Many Arab States, Russia, USA, etc. have enormous 

Natural Gas and Oil industries that make up a significant part of their GDP. These states might 

find themselves in a situation where fighting climate change is not in their national interest. It is 

important that these states recognize the importance of fossil fuels in their economies but also 

take the threat of climate change seriously as well.  

Less-Developed States and Vulnerable States play an important role in fighting climate 

change because many of these states will be, and currently are being affected by climate change.  7

Although they might not have the same resources as More-Developed countries do, they do have 

power in numbers, and their voice matters. Their younger and smaller economies also allow 

them to adapt to green-technologies and eco-friendly fuel sources easier than states who rely on 

fossil fuels. Vulnerable states, those who will be affected most by rising sea levels, droughts, 

increased temperatures, etc. must also ensure that their needs are being met in the agreement.  

7 "Developing Countries Need Urgent Support to Adapt to Climate Change." UNFCCC. Accessed November 14, 
2018. https://unfccc.int/news/developing-countries-need-urgent-support-to-adapt-to-climate-change. 
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Large carbon emitters will find themselves being the ones who will need to make the 

most responsibility in decreasing emissions. States like China, USA, Russia, India, Japan, etc. 

need to make an agreement that decreases their emissions significantly while also ensuring that 

everyone is holding their own weight in decreasing emissions. States who do not hold their own 

weight cause other states to not take the agreement seriously as well, as seen with the United 

States pulling out of the Paris Accord after accusing other large carbon emitters of not also 

decreasing their emissions.  
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